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AMENDMENT/RESPONSE TRANSMITTAL 

Transmitted herewith is an amendment/response for this application. 

FEES 

The fee for claims and extension of time (37 C.F.R. 1.16 and 1.17) has been 
calculated as shown below: 
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TOTAL ADDITIONAL CLAIM FEE $ 0 00 

GRAND TOTAL $ 0.00 



FEE PAYMENT 

Authorization is hereby made to charge the amount of $0.00 to Deposit Account No. 
033975. Charge any additional fees required by this paper or credit any 
overpayment in the manner authorized above. A ducfllcate of this paper is attached. 
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In response to the Office Action dated November 26, 2004, please reconsider the 
patentability of the pending claims based on the following remarks. 

Applicant acknowledges the recognition that claims 4, 9 and 14 include allowable 
subject matter; however, Applicant delays rewriting these claims in independent format at 
this time to afford the Office the opportunity to fully reconsider the rejection of the 
independent base claims. 

The Office Action rejected claims 1, 6 and 1 1 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lindoff et al. (U.S. 6,463,107; hereafter "Lindoff ') in view of Koch (U.S. 
5,199,047), rejected claims 2, 7 and 12 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lindoff, Koch and Kubo (U.S. 5,140,617) and rejected claims 3, 5, 8 10, 13 and 15 under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lindoff, Koch and Yamaguchi et al. (U.S. 
5,533,066; hereafter "Yamaguchi"). 

Applicant traverses the rejections because the cited prior art fails to disclose, teach or 
suggest all the features recited in the rejected claims. For example, the cited prior art fails to 
teach or suggest the claimed method for selecting a modulation detector in a receiver which 
includes at least a first and a second detector, the method comprising "determining at least 
one cross-correlation value between a stored training sequence and at least one training 
sequence of a received signal; and " selecting a detector used for detection of a signal to be 
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